STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Upinder Singh s/o Sh.Jaswant Singh,


Chief Auditor, T-7, PSPCL, Patiala.





…Appellant


Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Chief Engineer, HQ,

(South Zone), PSPCL, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Chief Engineer,

DS (South) D-2,Shakti Nagar, Patiala.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1325 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Upinder Singh, Appellant, in person.

Shri Tarsem Chand Jindal, Additional S.E., PSPCL Sangrur and Shri Sukhbir Singh, Assistant XEN Bhawanigarh, on behalf of the respondents.
 

Shri Upinder Singh  Appellant , vide an RTI application dated 14-01-2016  addressed to PIO sought certain information on 12  points regarding accidental death of Shri Kulwant Singh, a private person.

2.

The case was last heard on 29.06.2016, when  the sought information iwas perused and discussed in detail point-wise. After hearing both the parties, the PIO was  directed to supply the information to the appellant  asked for at Points No. 6, 10(b) and 11, before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that the information regarding Points No. 6, 10(b) and 11 is still pending.  The respondent submits a letter No. 9462/64, dated 22.08.2016 clarifying the position regarding these three points. Consequently,  the pending information is discussed and during discussion it is found that the information available on record of the Public Authority has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. 
4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08--2016          


          State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pardeep Sharma s/o Sh.Narinder Pal,

Near Punjab Pipe Store, Dulladi,

Malerkotla Road, Nabha, 
District:  Patiala.








…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.






     ………Respondents

Appeal Case  No.  1360 of 2016

Order
Present: 
Shri Pardeep Sharma, appellant,  in person.

Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, office of SSP Sangrur, on behalf of the respondents.

Shri Pardeep Sharma,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 21-12-2015  addressed to PIO sought copy of action taken on his application No. 6571, dated 21-07-2015. 

3.

Today, the respondent hands over information to the appellant  in the court today, with a copy to the Commission, which is taken on record. The appellant, after perusing the provided information, expresses satisfaction and requests that the case may be closed. 

4.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08--2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pargat Masih s/o Sh. Balkar Masih,

Village: Kadiyan Rajputan, PO: Kala Afgana,

Tehsil: Batala, District:  Gurdaspur- 143513.




…Appellant

Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.

2.
First Appellate Authority,






O/o Deputy Commissioner, Patiala.



…Respondents.

Appeal Case  No.  1355 of 2016

Order

Present: 
Shri Pargat Masih, appellant, in person.


Shri Kuldeep Kumar, Clerk, D.C. Office, Patiala,  on behalf of the respondents. 

Shri Pargat Masih,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated 18-02-2016 addressed to PIO sought certain information on ten points regarding sanctioned, filled and vacant  posts of Groups A, B, C and D.

2.

Today, the respondent hands over information regarding remaining three points to the appellant in the court, who after perusing the provided information informs that the information is still incomplete.  Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, which will be pointed out by him in due course  of time. 
3.

Adjourned to  18.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.










Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri  Pawan Kumar Sharma,

H.No. 958, Majitha Road,

Moga.









…Appellant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  Superintending Engineer, HQr,

GHTP, Lehra Mohabat, Distt. Bathinda.

2.
First Appellate Authority,







O/o General Manager, O&M,

GHTP, Lehra Mohabat, Distt. Bathinda.



…Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 1371 of 2016 

Order

Present: 
None for the appellant.


Shri Sukhvinder  Kumar, S.E.(HQ)-cum-PIO, on behalf of the respondents.
 
Shri Pawan Kumar Sharma, Appellant vide an RTI application dated nil addressed to PIO sought certain information on17   points in respect of Shri Ashwani Singla, Dy. F.A.; Shri Sanjiv Thakur, A.O. ; Shri Rajinder Singh, Shri Pawan Kumar; Shri Dinesh Kansal and others.

2.

Today, Shri Sukhvinder  Kumar, S.E.(HQ)-cum-PIO, appearing on behalf of the respondents, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the appellant after removing the deficiencies pointed out by him. He submits a written submission dated 23.08.2016 to the effect that the information, available on record, has been supplied to the appellant and no more information relating to instant RTI application is available in their record. Since the appellant is not present without any intimation, the respondent is directed to send this written submission to the appellant by registered post and a copy of the same is retained in the Commission file.
3.

Accordingly, the case is disposed of and closed. 









 Sd/-
Chandigarh




            
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08-2016          


          State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H.S.Hundal, Advocate,

Lawyers’ Chambers, District Courts,

Sector 76, SAS Nagar.







…..Appellant
Versus
1.
Public Information Officer

O/o  District Transport Officer, Moga.

2.
First Appellate Authority,








O/o State Transport Commissioner, Punjab,


SCO No. 177-78, Sector 17C, Chandigarh.


….Respondents

Appeal Case  No. 2440 of 2015    

Order
Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, Complainant in person. 

Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of respondent.
Shri  H.S.Hundal,  Appellant vide an RTI application dated   15-05-2015 , addressed to PIO, sought certain information on 17 points regarding implementation of provisions of Section 4 of RTI Act, 2005. 

2.

Today, Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant, appearing  on behalf of respondent, hands over  requisite information to the appellant in the court today. The appellant informs that the provided information is still  incomplete. Accordingly, the appellant is directed to send the deficiencies in the provided information to the PIO, with a copy to the Commission and the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the appellant after removing the deficiencies, before the next date of hearing. 

3.

Adjourned to  04-10-2016  at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08-2016


             State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO 32-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH-160017

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate,

District Courts, Sector: 76,
S.A.S. Nagar(Mohali).




          
           …..Complainant

               Versus
Public Information Officer








o/o District Transport Officer, Moga.




………Respondent

Complaint   Case No. 2498 of 2015    

Order

Present: 
Shri H. S. Hundal, Advocate, Complainant in person. 

Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant,  on behalf of respondent.



Vide RTI application dated 21.09.2015  addressed to the respondent, Shri               H. S. Hundal sought various information/documents regarding Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217.

2.

The case was last heard on 06.05.2016, when the complainant informed  that no information had  been provided to him as yet.  The respondent submitted  that the said Driving  licence had  not been issued by the office of  DTO Moga.   Accordingly, PIO-cum-DTO, Moga, was  directed to submit a duly attested affidavit to this effect on the next date of hearing clearly stating that the  Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217 has not been issued by DTO Moga. The case was adjourned to 12.07.2016. 
3.

On 12.07.2016,  the respondent submitted  an undertaking on the plain paper from DTO Moga stating that the  Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217 has not been issued by DTO Moga.  The appellant contested  that this was  not an affidavit as per the directions of the Commission issued on the last date of hearing. Consequently, after hearing both the parties,  the PIO was  directed to furnish an affidavit, in this respect,  on a stamp paper duly attested by Executive Magistrate by 30th July, 2016, to the appellant, with a copy to the Commission. The case was adjourned for today.
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4.

Today, Shri Amritpal Singh, Senior Assistant,  appearing on behalf of the respondent,  seeks  some more time to enable them to submit the  duly attested requisite affidavit, on a stamp paper, from the DTO Moga to the effect that Driving Licence No. PB 29-2920100006217 has not been issued by DTO Moga.
5.

Adjourned to  04-10-2016  at 11.00 A.M., for confirmation of compliance of orders.









Sd/-
Chandigarh




   
 (Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Date: 23-08-2016

            
 State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Pritpaul Singh,

5819, Sector-38(West),

Chandigarh-160014.






…….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o District Revenue Officer,

Patiala.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No.  1098 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Pritpaul Singh, complainant, in person. 


Shri Amandeep Singh, Clerk, D.C. Office, Patiala, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 08-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Pritpaul Singh  sought information in respect of  Patwaris as to whether they are authorized to have assistance of private persons to perform duties on their behalf as per Punjab Civil Services Rules and in respect of  Government Authorized Document Writers alongwith their licence numbers. 
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Pritpaul Singh  filed a complaint dated 18-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 19-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, the complainant informs that no information has been supplied to him so far.  The respondent submits a letter No. 877, dated 22.08.2016 from DRO-cum-PIO, Patiala vide which it has been informed that the sought information is in form of question and no document has been asked for. In these circumstances, it is relevant to invite the attention of the Complainant to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while
Contd……p/2 
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entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority viz. Deputy Commissioner, Patiala,  as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner
CC:

Deputy Commissioner-cum-



REGISTERED



First Appellate Authority, Patiala.
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Hardev Singh s/o Shri Ajit Singh,

H.No. 627, Sector-4, Mundi Kharar,

District:  SAS Nagar.






……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o District Defence Services Welfare

Officer, Phase-7, SAS Nagar.





…….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1085 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant.




Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk, on behalf of the respondent. 
Vide RTI application dated 09-04-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Hardev Singh sought copies of  documents/ instructions relating to grant of financial aid to the dependents of soldiers who died in 1962,1965 and 1971 wars.
2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Hardev Singh  filed a complaint dated 16-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on  18-05-2016  and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Inderjit Singh, Clerk, appearing on behalf of the respondent, informs that the requisite information has already been supplied to the complainant in CC-1093/2016, which was heard by Hon’ble CIC and was disposed of on 15.06.2016. The complainant is not present without any intimation. Accordingly, the respondent is directed to send one more copy of provided information to the complainant by registered post. In case the complainant is not satisfied, then his attention is invited to the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India rendered on 12.12.2011 in Civil Appeal Nos. 10787-10788 of 2011(arising out of SLP(C) No. 32768-32769/2010) in Para 31 whereof, it has been held that while entertaining a complaint case under Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005, the Commissioners have no jurisdiction to pass an 
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 order providing for an access to the information. As such, since the complainant has approached the Commission under the provisions of Section 18 of the RTI Act, 2005,  no directions for providing further information can be  given by the Commission.

4.

Since there is an alternative and efficacious remedy of first appeal available to the Complainant under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, which has not been availed in the instant case and the First Appellate Authority has not had the occasion to review the decision of the PIO, as envisaged under the RTI Act by passing a detailed well reasoned speaking order.  In case the Complainant has any grouse about the provided information, he is advised to challenge the response of the PIO before the designated First Appellate Authority, as envisaged under Section 19(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, who will decide the matter in accordance with the provisions of the RTI Act within the prescribed time limit, after giving an opportunity of hearing to all concerned, by passing a speaking order.

5.

If, however, the Complainant does not feel satisfied with the decision of the First Appellate Authority, he will be at liberty to file  a Second Appeal before the Commission under Section 19(3) of the RTI Act, 2005. 

6.

In view of the observations noted above, the instant case is hereby ordered to be closed and disposed of.










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satinder Rawat,

H.No. 237, Punjab Modern Complex,

Baltana, Distt. SAS Nagar.






………Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Zirakpur,

Distt. SAS Nagar.







……….Respondent
Complaint Case No. 1066 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Satinder Rawat, Complainant, in person.


Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, M.C. Zirakpur, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 03-05-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Satender Rawat sought information  relating to the construction  made on the land of the Municipal Council on the  backside of House No. 237 and 236 in Punjab Modern Complex, Baltana. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Stender Rawat  filed a complaint dated 17-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-05-2016    and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.

Today, Shri Gursewak Singh, Junior Assistant, M.C. Zirakpur, appearing  on behalf of the respondent submits that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, who confirms it while stating  that he has received information on 30.05.2016, but it  is late. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






 Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri Sukhbir Singh s/o Sh.Shavinder Singh,

Village: Kadial, Tehsil Sunam-148035,

Distt. Sangrur.







……Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1095 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Baljinder Singh, Advocate, on behalf of the complainant.



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 29-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Sukhbir Singh  sought certified copies of advertisements issued  inviting applications for the posts of Constables in PAP and Punjab Police in the year 2010-2011. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sukhbir Singh  filed a complaint dated 09-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on  19-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 75-Appeal/RTI, dated 16.08.2016, from SSP Sangrur vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant on 15.01.2016. Ld. Counsel for the complainant submits that the provided information is incomplete as list of candidates selected  during the year 2010-2011 has not been supplied to the complainant as yet. Accordingly, the PIO is directed to supply a list of candidates selected during the year 2010-2011 to the complainant before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to  18.10.2016 at 11.00 A.M.  for confirmation of compliance of orders.  









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satpal Singh s/o Sh. Mela Singh,

Village: Sihal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.







….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1096 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the Complainant. 



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.
Vide RTI application dated 29-03-2016  addressed to the respondent, Shri Satpal Singh  sought certified copy of identity card issued to Shri Sukhdev Singh, ASI posted at Police Station, Dirba during the year 2014-2015.

.2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Satpal Singh  filed a complaint dated 19-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 19-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 77-Appeal/RTI, dated 22.08.2016 from SSP Sangrur vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. A copy of receipt taken from the complainant has also been enclosed with the said letter. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Satpal Singh s/o Sh. Mela Singh,

Village: Sihal, Tehsil Sunam,

Distt. Sangrur.







….Complainant

Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Senior Superintendent of Police,

Sangrur.








………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1097 of 2016

ORDER
Present:
None for the Complainant. 



Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 29-03-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri Satpal Singh sought certified copies of advertisements issued  inviting applications for the posts of Constables in PAP and Punjab Police in the year 2010-2011. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Satpal Singh  filed a complaint dated 19-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on 19-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.


3.

Today, Shri Ajaib Singh, ASI, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits a letter No. 76-Appeal/RTI, dated 22.08.2016 from SSP Sangrur vide which it has been informed that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, which has been duly received by him. A copy of receipt taken from the complainant has also been enclosed with the said letter. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant to his satisfaction, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Jasvir Singh s/o Sh. Baldev Singh,

Village: Surajpur, PO: Kale Majra,

District: Patiala.







……….Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Sub Divisional Officer (Commercial),

PSPCL, Nabha, Distt. Patiala.





……….Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1067 of 2016

ORDER
Present:

None for the complainant.


Shri Ashok Sharma, SDO, Sub-Urban Sub Division, Nabha and Shri    Parminder Kumar, SSA, D.S. Division PSPCL, Nabha, on behalf of the     respondent. 




Vide RTI application dated 08-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Jasvir Singh sought information regarding Motor Account No. AP-38-561 and two others. 

2.           Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Jasvir Singh  filed a complaint dated 17-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.
3.              Today, the respondent seeks some more time to enable them to supply the requisite information to the complainant, which is granted with the directions that complete information be supplied  to the complainant before the next date of hearing, under intimation to the Commission.  
4.            Adjourned to   01.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.











Sd/-
Chandigarh





(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)
Shri S.Kumar,

H.O.Parshuram Sena Banga Road,

Shiv Bari Chowk, Phagwara,

Distt. Kapurthala.







……….Complainant
Versus
Public Information Officer,

o/o Municipal Corporation,

Phagwara, Distt. Kapurthala.





………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1068 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
None for the complainant,


Shri Rajiv Saggar, Superintendent, Building Branch and Shri Pardeep Sehgal, Building Inspector, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 12-04-2016 addressed to the respondent, Shri S.Kumar  sought various information/ documents on five points regarding encroachment on Municipal Land and unauthorized construction thereon. 
.2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri S.Kumar   filed a complaint dated  14-05-2016 with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Rajiv Saggar, Superintendent, appearing on behalf of the respondent, submits a copy of Memo. No. 4930-4931/MTP, dated 16.08.2016 from PIO vide which requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, with a copy to the Commission. The complainant is not present. However, a letter dated 23.08.2016 has been received through e-mail from him informing that he is unable to attend hearing today due to domestic reasons. He has further informed that  no reply has been received from the PIO. A perusal of the provided information reveals that the provided information is incomplete. Therefore, the PIO is directed to supply complete information to the complainant, before the next date of hearing. 
4.

Adjourned to 01.12.2016 at 11.00 A.M.









Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No.32-34, SECTOR 17-C,CHANDIGARH-160017.

(www.infocommpunjab.com)

Shri Sohan Singh s/o Sh. Rachan Singh,

VPO: Manela, Distt. Fatehgarh Sahib.




……Complainant
Versus

Public Information Officer,

o/o Executive Engineer, PSPCL,

Ghulal, Distt. Ludhiana.






………Respondent

Complaint Case No. 1072 of 2016

ORDER

Present:
Shri Sohan Singh, Complainant, in person.




Shri Bachittar Singh, SDO, PSPCL Khamano, on behalf of the respondent.

Vide RTI application dated 03-12-2015 addressed to the respondent, Shri Sohan Singh sought copy of matriculation certificate presented by Shri Balhar Singh son of Shri Prem Singh, SSA, PSPCL, at the time of joining service. 

2.

Failing to get satisfactory information within 30 days as mandated under Section 7(1) of the RTI Act, 2005, Shri Sohan Singh  filed a complaint dated 11-05-2016  with the Commission, which was received in it on 17-05-2016   and finding sufficient reasons to inquire into the matter in terms of section 18(1)(b) of the RTI Act, 2005, notice of hearing was issued to both the parties for today.

3.

Today, Shri Bachittar Singh, SDO, PSPCL Khamano, appearing  on behalf of the respondent, submits that requisite information has been supplied to the complainant, who confirms it while stating that he has received the information only yesterday. 
4.

Since the requisite information stands provided to the complainant, the case is disposed of and closed. 










Sd/-
Chandigarh






(Ravinder Singh Nagi)

Dated: 23-08-2016


                        State Information Commissioner

